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PREFACE )
%\, .o
o
A This report contains information taken from two surveys

. _ | ,
" especially prepared for the National Bilingual Bicultural Instityte

held :in Albuquerque, Néw Mexico, November 25&7 December 1, 1973,
Each of the surveys had a specific function as is in¥icated in‘the

Ltutroduction. As the reader reviews the Statement of Goals_af. the
¢ N

Institute, it is clear that the Institute desireé to impact the Lrends

. " ;
of Bilingeal Bicultural Education for the;L]Osf‘In analyzing the

“ o findings of these two surveys, it has been found that the participants

ul

¢
at the Institute, more gpecifically the respondents of these two g

surveys, are indicating the significant expectations for Bilingual

A

v

Bicultural Education. In view of the fact that there are some 220
< : respondents in the firs;lSurvey and 190 respondents in_the second
{l : ‘ representing the views éf administr§tors, project ;oordinators, teachers,
\
\ uniiérsity professors, community and;students, these findin%s take
on greater significance. More important, these pérticipants came
from 25 states in th1§ country. Certainly thén the findJngi of this

[ '~
. report can help sef’new trends for Bilingual Bicultural Education
. t

A few of the significant findings of this report are:’

. that the l.anguage Maintenance Program is the more extensively
utiliéed educational strategy of ;he two in terms of Spanish/
English language development‘[fable 1.4, pp. 15-16]. )

|
that a very high percentage (89.5%) of the respondghts feel ‘

s

that Bilingual Bicultural Eduéhtion should a continuous program

y -

: ) .
from preschool to high school.and it can be concluded there i% strong




{

®

suppori for this positign [Table 1.11, PP- 29‘].

- - . there exists a high priority in recruitmént and hiring
of Sphnish—speaking teachers in thé majority of the participants'

‘district or project area; however, it must be noted that 12.7%

strongly feel tnat hiring of Sparrish-speaking teachers is not a
priority. A ggint of further research should be a determination
as to the identification of employment status of these respondents

[Table 1.12, pp. 31-32]. .

~
- « . that a very high percentage (95%) of t participants felt
the teachers' knowledge of children and appreciation of the
cultural environment of the community from which their students \

derive should be given a high priority in the preparatien of tea4hers

o
for bilingual programs [Table 1.14, pp. 35-36]. N ‘

e « . a very hféh percentage (90.5%) of Lhe respondents felt that \
\
- a high priority be given to the teacher being bllingual fTable 1.16,

PpP- 39- -40]. \

. Further analysis of  the respondents by categories will be made

“
and will become an addendum to this report. -

.~

We are extremely indebted to Joseph Garcia and Alex Peralta,
(doctoral candidétes?, and the research committee at the University of

.

ﬁ:w Mexico College of Education, whose untiring efforts have made this
valuable 1nformation possible. It has been a wondefful educational
experience and a joy working with them.

Another purpose of providing this report is tJ’urge &Ef various

states planning follow up institutes to conduct similar research so that

) a4 new badly needed body of knowledge can begfu to be compilengNot only

»

will this process lmprove subsequent institutes but wili give education
* - . . :

:‘i L\ i \N‘
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ieadership a more accurate sense of what is goingyonain the various.
parts of the country, what is desired.and whaE is;%oped,for. “

‘ It is our hope that the findings of this report:will be utilized
in not only setting trends for Bilingual Bicultural Education for the

'70s, but will play its role in providing quality educatiun for the

’r-'
linggistically and culturally distinct child in this country.

Certgiuly, we percelve this work as a valuable contribution of
the Chicano community toward Bilingual Bicultural Education and

ultimately to Cultural Pluralism in America.

\ Dr. Heary J. Casso
- Executive Secretary ' ‘ .
The National Education Task Force

N - de la Raza
1/18/74 - :
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. INTRODUCTION .

This is an attempt to evaluate the resulqs of the Naticnai

Bilinguel Bicultural Institute. The evaluation &eport consists of

.

2 chapter outlining the Instltute s goals and obJectlves. An overview

.
L4

of the Institute is presented in the second chapter to provide the
reader with a summary of the Institute's program and activities. Since
two instruments wereiadministered at the Institute, they will be
analyzed and discussed in two different chapters.

The third chapter consists of ankanalysis of the first instru-
ment administered, the Formative Evaluation Questionnaire. JThe%fourth
chapter contains an analysis of the second instrument, the Summative
Evaluation Questionnaire. The %nalysis on both instruments is done
for each item.

Recommendations as repo;ted by the participants according to
Item #13 of the Summative Evaluation Questionnaire are reported on
the!fifth chapter. Finally, a chapter summarizing the National Bglingual
Bicultﬁral Institute will highlight the evaluation results.

Members of the Evaluation staff include: Joseph 0. Garcia,
John Pacheco, Alex Peralta, Tina Peralta, Rosamaria Ruiz and Richard

L]

Sanchez.

ST B




-y
-
-
[

-

OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL ., .

%

* BICULTURAL INSTITUTE

A Natlonal Blllngual Blcultural’lnstltute co-spoﬂsqred b);
the National Educatxon Task Force de la Raza and the Nat10na1 Educatlon
Association was hfld on November 28 through December 1, 1973 in -

i Albuquerque, New Mexico. There were approx1maté1y 1,300 p§ft1c1pants
at the Institute of;which’ 679 formally rég%‘tered accord1ng,to th9

computer listing:* The Institute att acted partici ants from 25
mp i p P

* LPal

" states and Mexico. The majority of the part1c1pants came from fxve

states and Washiﬂgtop, D.C. These incluged: New Mexlco, 246; Colorado,

94; Texas, 92; California, 75; Washington, D.C., 46; and Arizona, 33.

=

—~—These figure§\reptesentw}egistered participants only.
Other states representedNﬁg the Institute included: Floridé,
Gedbrgia, Idaho, Indiana, I1l1linois, Kansas, Marylandeaﬂésiachugktté,

. L Y
« Michigan, Minnesota, New York, Nebraska, ﬁevada, Ohio, Oregon,
st K *
p . n b
Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, Washington, and Wisconsin. : ‘

]

Qn Wednesday evenirg, ﬁovemberlzs, 1873, the Honorable Bruce King,
Governor of the State of New Mexico, officially welcomed the approxi- !
mately 1,100 participants in attendance to the Institute. Foflbwing

Governor King's official welcome, Ramon Huerta, Executive Commissioner

of NEA, provided the opening remarks 'substituting for Dr. Helen Wise _

*This list has been broken down by states, positian, and
organization and is available through the office of the Natiomal
Education Task Force de la Raza; Albuquerque, New ‘Mexico.
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v

‘entitled, "Growth Pains in Bilingual Bi¢uipural Education Since

| i a
© A
who was unable to attend. The open1ng addressuwas made by‘Sehator )

Josepd M. Montoya from the State of New—Mdzico entitled, "A U.S.

Senator's Perspective of Bilingual Bicultural Education: ’Past,

. »
Present, and Puture.' >

In Thursday morning's'general session Sr. Luis Saavedré%*

Chairman-of the Klbuquerque City Commlss1on and Dr. Ferrel Heady,

»

Pres1dent of, the Unlver51ty of New Mexico, welcomed the part1c1pants

Sr. Josue Gonzalez,-the speaker for the session, presén;ed a paper

Tucson .'66." ' “ 'b e

Following Mr. Gonzalez s address a number of selected P111ngual

B

blcultural exemplary pro;ects were.hlghllghted Projects with 4-5 years

.experience were recommended to,islate success along with problem areas.

Y.

‘ B
They presented major and minor findings in their _programs and made—"
recommendatlons for. nat1onal and state legislation. A panel format

was ut1l1zed to facilitate 1nteract10n. The exemplary projects were

broken down into the follow1ng areas: preschool, elementary school,

. ) . ¢
middle school, secondary school, community colleges, and teaching

~.

~ “
training-institutions. . » f

The Thursday luncheon addresses were presented by Mr. James A.

Harris, President-Elect of NEA, and Dr. Rupert Trujillo, Chairman of (

&

the National Education Task Force de la Raza. %\%* ¥ 1
On Thursday afternoon, a serles of Work‘is were held simul-
taneously to provide participants the: opportunity to review and synthesize

the information pfesented to aid in ﬂhe formulation of the Institute

¥’




) z\b 3 ; 4 ;
. , = 1
ookition document. The Work Labs consisted .of the foI%SW1ng se551onsh : : i
. Nat¥onal Leg1slative Action, State Leglslatlve Actloﬂ Administrative L,
f Action, Association'Action, Court Action, and Comi}nityf)ction. The ' %

Formative Evaluation Questionnaire was administered toward the contclusion

‘of the Work Labs. * - , R : .

Thursday's Institute activities'were concluded with Dr. John
Aragon's, Director of Culturai Awareness Center Un1vers1ty of New
Mexico, "A Journey into a Cultural §xper1ence ". The cultural experlence
‘consisted of music, poetry, and refreshments

Friday mbrnlng the Institute began by highllghting seven

nationally fqnded bilingual bicultural proJects.f§A general session
followed with a special report presented-by Mr. Samuel Ethridge, '
. Directorfof Civil and Human Rights Programs, NEA e;tltled "Current
Statistlcal ProJectlon for the‘ Need for Spamsh Spedaking Teachers.!':
Friday's luncheon address consisted of an interaction.panel.
U.S. “Representatxve Manuel LuJan from the State of New Mexico and
U.S. Senator Floyd Haskell from the State of Colorado interacted with
moderators from Thursday's Work Labs on major Institute issues. A
general session followed the 1uocheon addresses conslsting of reports

from Thursday s work sessions in an effort to continue the develo ment

of the Institut pOSltlon document. The Summative Evaluation Question-

naire was adﬂ'nlstered‘to the participants toward the end of the general
session. To conclude Friday's activities the Institute provided its

_participants with a bit of cultural entertainment.



Saturday's activities were initiated with a general session
- in the form of a panel. Panelists consisted of officials representing
the Department of Health, Education and Welfare, U.S. Office of Educa-
tion, and the Natibnal Institute 6f Education who respoended to issues
‘;né concerns*in Bilingual Education stemming from the In;titute Work
Labs.

A second general session followed with representatives of
majorvorganizations in American public education. Another attempt was
made at this time to secure feedback from partiéipﬁﬂié conge;ning ihe
Institute by administering the Summative Evaluation Questionnaire to

those participants who hadn't filled it out Friday afternoon.

At approximately 12:00 noon the Institute came to a conclusion

as scheduled.

%

e

L e




STATEMENT OF GOALS

4
1““" N -
On November 28 - December 1, 1973 the National Education

.

Task Force de 1a Raza and the National Education Association jointly

sponsored a National Bilingual Bicultural Institute. The central

theme of the Institute was entitled, "A Relook at Tucson '66 and

Beyond. " The Institute was conducted at the Western Skies Motor
. ”

Hotel, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

The Institute set forth the accomplishment of three goals:
. » 1

To provide participants with alternatives and options to
examine the various aspects of Bilingual Bicultural Bucation
in school settings with high concentrations of Mexicag-American
students, i.e., community involvement, teaching practices,
teacher preparation, research, leg1sIat10n,‘and court,actiens.

To provide opportunities for participants to examine current
programs and practices of Bllingual Bicultural Education as they
influence public education in the United States.

To provide opportunities for part1c1 ants to acquire greater
knowledge, skills, and expertise that wi/ll enable them"tc influence
the direction of Bilingual Bicultural Education.

¢ .
The Institute also hoped to satisfy the following six

~~

objectives: 7 ‘ .. |

: 1
To review the ratlonale,,conference activities, and recom-
mendations of the 1966 Tucson conference,

To review the important activjsi€s~4n Bilingual Bicultural
Education since 1966.. ) .

i
|

To demonétrate exemplary 111ngua1 Bicultural Education '
programs which have been imp ementedéin school settings with,
high concentrations of Mex1can-Amer1can students,

To review present and pendlng state Bilingual Blcultural
Education 1eg1slat10n and approprlatigns.

To review present and pending national Blllngual Blcultural
Education legislation and appropriations.

116

-
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: » To dG&elop new directions for Bilingual Bicultural Education -
§ - in American education for the ’703 which will lead to national

5/

legislation. ; .
* Two instruments in the -form of questionnﬁirestwere developed

specifically to assess the Institute's ioals and obieétives by

»\ . R
Joseph Garcia, Richard.Sanchez, Alex Peralta, graduate students at
* A : [ - ’

the University of New Méiicu*and Thomas Saucedo, Negotiations Research
r- ; ~ Specialist for the National Education Assoc1at1on(’Dr Henry J. Casso,

.- < Executive Becretary, Nat1onal Education Task Force de la Raza, and
. LS )

Tomas Villarreal, National Education Association. The evaluation

of the National Bilingual Bicultural Institute will be based to a
; o
7 large extent on the,agaiysis of both instruments.
\ ) .
L e . . ‘ .
- . 9 }
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AN ANALYSIS OF THE ﬁomnv£ EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE

OF THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE

The Formative Evaluation Questionnaire is composed of two
distinct parts. Tﬁe first part consists of four items;.which are
designed to secure i;formation»about the'participants. " The desired
information %poht participants coﬁlists qf the pafticipants' sex,
employment status, level of participation in Bilingual Bicultural
Programs, and the gbscription of the bilingual program engaged in.
The second part of  the questionnaire is composed of nine items designed:
to secure information from the participants concerning the Institute.
The Fo ive Evaluation Questionnaire is found in Appendix A.

This ‘particular questio;naire was administered midway through
the Institute* on ‘Thursday aftérnoon, November 29, 1973 at the end
.of the Work Labs Session scﬁeduled between 2:00-3:30 P.M. Members
of the Institute's Evaluatio; Staff*administered the instrument,
There were 220‘§articipants who responded to the questionnaire.

The format of the analysis consists of two pages per item.
E;ch item is aﬁalyzea individually. At the top of the first page
appears the item as it appeareé on the questionnaire. On the same )

: ¢ ‘
page there is a frequéncy count from a computer printout showing how
the 220 respondents responded to this item. The second pagé consists

of a narrative dealing with the purpose of the item and an analysis

of the results.

*The purpose was to see if the 1mp1ementat10n of Institute
design was on target in order ‘to guarantee maximum benefit for the
participants--in order to assure that their personal objectives were
being met.

INEE
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) . TABLE 1.1 )
A FORMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE OF
_THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE
Sex: . M I .
. P "
- ..______..._l‘.__..._._l., - .
VALUE &ABEL VALUE _ ABSOLUTE
FREQUENCY

1

ND RESPONSE 940

' MALE 1400
- FEMALE 24 00

| -' veraL

B 1

"

B

’ nn19

e

\ 2 ‘
/113
105
220

.

P e e e e e e e e e -

ST
e A

RELATIVE
FREQUENCY
(PERCENT!

“0e 9
Sle4
ATe?

- ativis an wp - o

-
R




“Pumoseoftheltem e ‘ - i .

.concerning the Institute. " Also, it might be worth noting how the f

g The intent of this item was to determne the percentege of -

! o

male and female participants in attendance at the Inst:.tute
- N

[ - . -

Analysis of the Results o \ - T —

=0f the,total (R20) teSpondents 2 or..9% did not respond Vto‘

- this particular item. 8f those responding, 113 or 51.4% were m‘ale

#hd 105 or 47.7% were female Both sexes were almost eqlially Tepre-
sented. The fact that the males excg{d the fem;le.s by only 3.7% is,

indicative that Bilingual Bicultural Education is a top:.c of concern

. . LN ,

to both sexes. ‘ : ) : i T
. ‘ ‘
Suggestions for Further Analys:.s
and/or Future Rescarch . -

& . . |
It would be interesting to.learn if there exists s1gn1flcant' . e
. - ¢ |

* differences in how the males and females responded to the nine items

sexeg size up in the ot}xer three respondent characteristic items,

Fad

S nno -
L 120
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TABLE 1.2
B. Employment Status: (check the most appropriate response) o
e r i .
___Adiministrator : Para Professional
L m———
" Project/Program Coordinator Community Representative
Teacher or Professor Student
- Other (specify) v >
. TAN
¥ —————m e ——— - ! .
VALUE LABEL .. VALUE L ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
) A - - FREQUENCY . FREQUENCY
) ¢ (PERCENT)
’F\\* . ® * - ‘J_ - a» o - e e - e wem W .
NO. RESPONSE ' 0 1 0eS
ADMINISTRATOR as ’ #2000
{ PROJ COORDINATOR . ar . 1608
. ~ TEACHER OR PROF 3400 = . T0 " 318
 PARA PROFESSTONAL 4400 a " 1.8
COMMUNITY REP " 800 7 36 2
: 14
¢ STUDENT® " 6600 - 25 11e8
- < - . . .
. DTHER . " T7e00 32 185
e ki s - wn - . - > -
TOTAL 220 10840




Purpose of the Item

o

The intent of this it¥m was to secure iﬁformation from the
respondent concerning employment status. The primary question being,

are the participants mostly administrators, teachers, or others?

Analysis of xhe’hesults

Of the total (220) respondents only 1 or .5% did not respond .

to this particular item. Of those responding 70 or 31. 8* were teachers

- or professors (the group best represented); followed by 44 or 20%

’administrators; 37 or 16.8% project or program coordinators; 25 or

11. 4* students; 7 or 3.2% community representatives, and 4 or 1.8%

paraprofessionals There were 32 or 14.5% of the respondents who

-

identified themselves in the "other" category. f

uggestions for Further Analysis
and/or Future Research

0

&

It would be of interest to learn 1f any significant differences-
exist for each item among the six employment status categories. of
special interest would be to learn if basic differences exist among

administrators project coordinators, and teachers on any of the nine
(«

items concerning the Institute.
Fd

«



TABLE 1.3 .

>

~

/C. Level of Partici?aiion in Bilingual Bicultural Programsy -

g

. Rlementary School College/University Other (specify) *’
! Middle School Community — .
Secondary School State V Not Applicable
. District Federal - . .
3
' —~—— .
{ o e «
VALUE LABEL M VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY ' FREQUENCY
- T (PERCENT)
\ " . > N ‘ - - - - - - - \ - - - - - - - - )
. NO RESPONSE 0eO s 2¢3 -
* ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 100 sa . 2604 -
_ |
. SECONDARY SCHOOL 3,00 17 Te? \
DISTRICT , + 4400 9 Ael
~ COLLEGE OR UNIV 5. 00 37 1648
COMMUNITY 6000 s 23, .
STATE ' 7400 a8 . 3e6
- ' )
FEDERAL a.oy 6 2e7
' DTHER 9400 16 7e3 (o
S .
NOT APPL ICABLE 10400 17 "~ Te?
MORE THAN ONE LEVEL 11.00 ° a2 1941
“YOTAL 220 . . 100e0
ot @ *
. R R
3
' )
nnoa




?} .

Purpose of the Item

-

%

-~

The intent of this itém was to determine the participants’

n

level of participation in Bilingual Bicultural Proérams.

.

Of the total (220]‘iéspondgﬁts 5 or 2.3%Vdid not respond to
this item. Of ihose respon&ing\SB;o; 26.4% were engaged in Bilingual
Bicultural P:ograms at the elementary level; this represents the highest
level of participation. The second highest ﬁumber of respoendents, 42
or 19.1% indicated they pgrgitipated'in more than one level. The
combin;;ion was primari}y between elementary- and secondary schools.
There‘were no participants who responded as Participating'in Bilingual
Bicultﬁral Programs at the middle school leiel‘_ The third highest
level of participatiof came from;resyondéhts participating ag the

college/university level at 37 or 16.8%.

ﬂ
. The remaining respondents indicated théir level of participa- »)

h . L] L
"tion in Bilingual Bicultural Programs as follews: secondary school

17 or 7.7%, district 9 or 4.1%, community 5 or 2.3%, state 8 or 3.6%,

federal 6 or 2.7% and "other" 16 or 7.3%. There were 17 or 7.7% of the
}
1espondents to which this item did not apply.

rd

Suggestions for Further Analysis ) s -
and/or Future Research .. . . . .

It would EP of interest-to learn if significant differences
exist among the respondents from the various levels of participation

in Bilingual Bicultural Programs in terms of their responses to the

|
Analysis of the Results . . .
|
|
|
I
|
i
|
|

nine items concerning the Institute.

4

nno4a .
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TABLE 1.4 -

Check the statement below which best describes your bilingual program with
regard to Spanish/English language development.

1.

Language Maintenance Program (The instructional program is

designed to develop and expand the two languages and related
cultures throughout the course pf the program.) . .

»

. ) L3 .
Trangitional Program (Spanish is used in the instructienal

- program for the Spanigh-speaking child as a "bridge" to

learning English. Once the child has achieved an adequate
command of English, Spanish is dropped from his instructional
program.) .

Not directly involved in a bilinguaf program,

»

VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE

FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
{PERCENT)

\ NO RESPONSE 0e0 8 3¢6 -

L ANG MAINT‘PROGPAM 1400 1C2 4664

TRANSITIONAL PROGRAM 2400 28 12,7

NOT INVOLVED BIL PGM 3400 74 3346

MORE THAN ONE CHECK 4,00 8 306

s -



K ‘ Purpose of this £fem -

*

. The intent of this item was to defermine the type of Bilingual L.

. * . ¢
Bicultural Program the respondents are engaged in with regard to Spanish/

“

E*Flish language develoﬁments Two options were made available: Language
p %, A
& - g -
Maintenance Progfam and the Transitional Program.

Analysis of the Results . -

~ e . I

Of the total (220) respondents 8 or 3.6% did not€ respond to this v
particular item. Of thoB;lfesponding 102 or 46.4% indicated they employéd@h
the Language Maintenance Program with rega}d ito the Spanish/English

-

-language development. Twenty-~eight .or 12,.7% of the respondentg ;ndicated”

.

they empléyed the T}nnsitional ?rogram in language developm;nt. There were
74 or 33.6% of the respondents who 1n&1caced they were notadirectly 1nvol§ed
in a bilingdal progr;m. Such a relatively high percentage of respondents
not directly involved in a bilingual program suggests that the‘Institute‘
= was able to attratt‘a?relatively high percentage 3% particibantg_interested
in tﬁe ;ubject éf Bilingual Bicultural Edutation. The r?maining‘ﬂlor 3.62
of the respondents %Pdicated they atilized both thé‘LanguageaMaintenéhce

Program and Transitional Program in languagz development.

Given these results it can be said that the Language Maintenance Program

t

' is the more extensively utilized educational 8trs%egy of the two in terms of

Spanish/English language development’, *

high concentration of Mexican American students, developed at the Task Force *
Office, to be completed the end of January 1974, this finding ig substantiated
. ' since it 1s found that 87% of the respondent directors indicated using the

‘ Language Maintenance Bilingual Bicultural Education strategy in comparison

' * In another survey of the 58 Title VII ESEA fifth year funded projects with s
‘ to 13X using a Transitional Bilingual Bicultural method. These respondent
|
|
|

: . projects are located in Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas,
~— Il1linois, Wisconsin, and Florida.
) . ICReT ”
Q nave _ .




TM ’1-5 -

‘(Please circle the numerical response that best approximates your choice.)

1

npo?

AN

.

- Lo
1. To what extent are you now knowledgeable of the rationale, conference activities,

and recommendations of the 1966 Tucson Conference.
Not . Very
\ l Knowledgeable » Knowledgeable
- . 1 2 .3 b / v 5
* .4
‘ VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
o F FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
. . . A{PERCENT)
) e e W e e e s e e @ o
[
~ - NOT KNOWLEDGEABLE 1400 4s 20.5
N o . 2400 a7 2104 -
) /
3¢ 00 73 33,2
4.00 37 1648 !
&
N VERY KNOWLEDGEABLE 5,00 18 8e2
s~ TOTAL 220, 100,0
L] ) L 4




Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success
of the Institute in accomplishing its first stated objective which
reads: 'To review the rationale, conference activities, and recom--

mendations of the 1966 TucsoT conference."

Analysis of the Results =~

All 220 respondents responded to this particular item. ,Of
é those responding 92 or 41.9% felt they were not knoﬁledgeablecof the
‘rationale. conference activities and recommendations of the 1966
Técson conference. One of the pripary reasons for this figure being
so high is that Dr. Helen ‘Wise, President of the National Education
Association, was not present to make her opening remarks on '"An -
Historical Review of Tucson '66." .

Given that situation there were still 55-or 25% of the respond-
ents who felt they were knowledgeable of the essence of the '66*Tucson'<j
conference. Seventy-three or 33.2% of the reépondents felt indiffereﬁt

toward this item.

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was

partially successful in accomplishing its first stated objective so
®

far as the majority of the participants were concerned.




TABLE 1.6

2. To what extent has tiys institute provided you "information concerning important
activities in Bilingxrl Bicultural Education since 1966.

Very - Very
Little Much

1 5

VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE

FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)

-

NO RESPONSE 060 2 0e9
VERY LITTLE 22
’ ) 14
80
58

VERY MUCH

<

YRR




Purpose of the Item.

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success
of the Institute in accomplishing its second stated objective which
reads: "To review the important activities in Bilingual Bicultural

Education since 1966."

< Analysis of the Results

’ S

;;zf this particular item. Of those responding 56 or 25.5% felt the

Of the total (220) respondents, 2 or .9% faileduto respond

Institute had provided little infqrmation concerning important activi-
ties in Bilingual Bicultural Education since 1966. Oﬁ the other hand,
82 or 37.3% felt the Institute had provided them with much of the

similar type of information. There were almost just as many'respgnd- %
ents, 80 or 36.4% who were indifferént toward this item. ‘
) There were two particular addresses de51gned at accomplishing - l
this objective. One was by Dr Helen Wise entltled ""An Hlstor1ca1 ‘
Review of Tucson" and the other by Dr. Josue M. Gonzles ent1t1ed ‘
"Growth Pains in Bilingual Bicultural Education Since Tucson '66." I
- Given these results it can be said that the Institute was

partially successful in accomplishing its second stated objective. ‘a .

/ SR
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i TABLE 1.7 ‘
Y ) . . ?
W 3. Which of the followimg bilingual bicultural exemplary projects did you attend?

Preschoocl Secondary School -

) Elementary Scliool
Middle School

»

VALUE LABEL

NO RESPONSE

PRE SCHOOL
ELEMENTARY SCAOOL
MIDDLE SCHOOL
SECONDARY SCHOOL
COMMUNITY COLLEGE

TEACHER TRAINING

MORE THAN ONE CHECK

nnn

VALUE

0e¢ 0
1«00
2¢ 00
3600
#4400
S+ 00
60 00
700

TOTAL

Communi‘ty College
Teacher Training .

e
ABSOLUTE RELATIVE .
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
{PERCENT)
18 8e 2
23 105
56 255
7 3.2 P * -
20 & . Yel
{, ®
14 , 6o '
2 .
v
Sg/ 2366
30 136 {
....... - o - .
\ 220 10060
’ »
v




- Analysis of the Results

_The intent of this item was ‘to determine which levels of educa-

tion had the highest number and percentage of participants' interest

and attendance. ’

i
. a » |
Purpose of the Item : . o ‘!,
\"

Of the total (220) respondents 18 or 8.2% did not respond to
this particular item. A possible reason for such a high nmumber not -
fagponding is that perhaps a lhnge percentage of these respondents

did not attend the projects. Of those responding 56 or 25.5% attended
" ’ .

the exemplary projects dealing with elementary school; 52 or 23.6% .

attended the projects dealing with teacher training; 23 or 10.5%

"‘attended the projects dealing with preschool; 20 or 9.1% attended

s

the projects dealing with secondary sthool; 14 or 6,4% attended the p

projects dealing with community college; and 7 or 3.2% attended the

ﬁﬁiojects dealing with middle school. There were 30 or 13.6% of the

respondents who indicated tﬁey had attended more than one of the \Q\\
bilingual bicultural exemplary projects. .

Given these results it can be said that the greatest participant

» s - '

interests in Bilingual Bicultural exemplary projects lie in the areas

of elementary school and teacher training. -
__;, . &
—*

- \

\‘,’#‘ R

002 : \ _




. - TABLE 1.8 | : r

=

4. To what extent has the exemplary project provided you with gr{?ter knowledge

and expertise in tbpt area of bilingual bicultural education.

Very
Little

: }’ 1 2
- A

VALUE URSEL vALUE

-

¢ - m - e - -

4

.NO RESPONSE 060

5;00
44 00
VERY MUCH 5000

. - TOTAL

A

\ VERY LITTLE li;?
¢ 20 00

4

Very
. Much -
4 ) 5
i
ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
"FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)
19 8.6‘i(f
) A
27 1263 ’ : ’
3s % 1S.9 :
74 33e6
a2 191 ’
23 105 .
220 1000
|
?
. |
- |
) 7



.,

2

vtdvihis“partidﬁlar item. Of those fesponding 62 or 28.2% felt the '

-,

. i N
K The intent of t#&s item was to determine the extent to which

the exefplary project provided its participants with greater Knowledge

and expertise in that area of Bilingual Bicultural Education. 7
e’ . ;
L/ . » g

: x

Analysis of the Results m S

(=

. N |
Purpose of the Item ’ .o

Of the total (220) respondents 19 or 8.6% failed to respond
exemplary projects had provided them with little knqyledge and exp;ftise'
in’Ehat area of Bilingual Bicultural Education. On the other hand, ]
65 dr 29.6% of the respon;;Rts did feel the exemplary projects ;;E‘ ( !
provided them'with greater knowledge and expertise. However, an ever
greater number of the ﬁérticipants; 74 or 33.6% felt indifferent
concerning this item. . ./

Given these results it can bé said, at best, that the respond- .

ehts were almost equally divided on determining if the exemplary projects

had provided them with gueater kﬁowledge andl?xpértise in Bilingual

[N

Bicultural Education. 4 " .
Suggestions for Further Analysis ”

and/or Future Research
It would be interesting to learn which of the groups outlined
in the previous item (#3) had acquired the greatest knowledge and

expertise from the exemplary projects they attended.

0024
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‘ ‘ , TABLE 1.9 4 - V ,
5.\ Which of the following Work Labs did you attend? (check only one)
. v National Legislati;v.e!sction ) o Association Action-
State Legislative Action Court Action TN
Administrative Action” - = * ~__Commumity Action  °
} . ; . ,
o
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
. » FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY )
N~ (PERCENT)
o NO HESPONSE 060 . : ‘1.5
NATL LEGIS ACTION 100 -30 1346
STATE LEGIS ACTION 2400 77 3540
ASSOCIATION ACTION 3400 10 . 4eS
. ADMINIS ACTION 4400 15 608 )
COURT ACT1ON S¢ 00, 39 177
COMMUNITY. ACTION 6600 37 1608
1 .
MORE THAN ONE CHECK 7400 8 ) 36 )
TOTAL- 220 . 10040
alger
* - Ik )
i)
O

ERIC o 0025




Y

- 26

A
Purpose of the Item

. ¢ ' ) s
The intent of this item was to determine which of the Work

Labs had the greatest interest and attendance by the participants.

*
s

Analysis of the Results
‘ ‘Of the total (220) respondenfs 4 or 1.8% did not réspond to

this item. Of thosé’responaipg 77 or 35% attended the State Legislative

A;tion work Laﬁ§ 39 or 17.7% attended the Court Actionﬁwérk'Lab; 37

or 16.8% af&endedithe Community Action Work Lab; 30 or 13.6% attended

the National Législafive Action Work Lab; 15 or 6.8% attended the

_Administrafive Action Work Lab; and 10 or 4.5% atténded the. Association

Action Work Lab. Eight or 3.6% respondents indicated they attended
more than one Work Lab. ‘
‘ 'So;e of the Work Labs continued beyond thgif scheduled time;
hence, not all the participaﬁts presentvat those Work Labs had ;he
oppoftunity to fill out the questionnaire. -

Given these results it can be said that the State Legislative

Action Work Lab was.the Work Lab with the greatest number of

respondents.

’ : 0036




TABLE 1.10

Very -
Little Pl
1 2 3 : 4
;
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE
. , FREQUENCY _
NO RESPONSE 060 7
VERY LITTLE 1600° 9
2400 3t
3,00 70
4400 79
;
VERY MUCH 5. 00 24
' TOTAL 220
”
(\1\ "
: i
'

.

4

L4

6¢ To what extent has the Work Lab provided you with greater knowledge and expertise
concerning major developments in Bilingual Bicultural Educatiom.

Very
Much

5 e

RELATIVE
FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)

¥

Je2
4,1
1401
31.8
3549
109

-y wp > awan

10060

f 3

=




»

Purpose of the Item
_ -,

The'intent of this item was to determine the extent to which
[ *
the Work Labs had provided the part1C1pants with greater knowledge

’
and expert1se concerning major developments in Bil1ngua1 Blcultural

4
14

Bducation.

Analysis oglghe Results

Of the total (220) respondents 7 or 3.2% failed to respgnd to
this particular item. Of those respénding folor 18.2% felt the Work
Labs had provided to a limited extent greater knowledge and;expertis;
concern1ng major developments in Bilingual Bitultural Educatlon On

the other hand 103 or 46.8% of the respondents felt the Work Labs had -

provided them with greater knowledge and expertise. Seventy or 31.8%
: ‘ ~

>

of the respondents felt indifferent toward this item.
Given these results it,%mh be said that the ﬁork Labs were

successful in providing the participants with gfeaeer knowledge and

expertise concerning major developments in Bilingual Bicultural -

Education. B

L]

Suggestions for Further Ana1y51s
and/or Future Research

It would be of interest to learn which of the Work Labs |,
participants as outlined in the previous item (#5) had acquired the

greatest knowledge and expertise from the particular Work Lab attended.

%
3

(1038




TABLE 1.11
7. The bilingual bicultural program of instruction should be conceived as a
continupous program from preschool to high school.
Strongly ) Strongly
Agree s Disagree
1 2 3 4 5
VALUE LABEL ., VALUE  ABSOLUTE , RELATIVE )
’ FREQUENCY  FREQUFNCY
(PERCENT) -
NO RESPONSE 0e0 ‘ s 203
\ STRONGLY AGREE 1. 00 187 85.0 )
20 00 10 45
3.00 5 2¢3 ’
4 .
" 4400 2 0e9 ;
STRONGLY DISAGREE %,00 11 - Se0 .
TYOTAL 220 10040 :




Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the participants'
attitude concerning Bilingual Bicultural Education as a continuous

program from preschool to high school.

Analysis of tﬁf Results

Of the total (220) requndents 5 or 2.3% did not respond ‘to
~this particular item. Of those responding 197 or 89.5% felt that
Bilingual Bicultural Education should be a continuousggyogram from
preschool to'ﬁigh school. On the othgr‘hand thefc were‘is or 5.9%
who felt thai Bilingual Bicultural Ed?éation should not be a conti?uous
program. Only.5 or 2.3% of the ie;péndents felt indifferent toward
this item, V

Given these results it can be said that a very high percentage .

(89.5%) of the respondents feel that Bilingual Bicultural Education

should be a continuous program from preschool to high school and it

can be concluded there is strong support for this position.

cen




TABLE 1.12

8. Recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers is a high priority in my

district or project area,

%

Strongly A Strongly
“Agree Disagree
i 2 3 4 5

VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)

NO RESPONSE Ce O 11 560

STRONGLY AGREE 16400 99 4540

2.00 24 109

3,00 39 177

4000 19 Be6

STRONGLY DISAGREE 5e00 28 1267

. TOTAL 220 10060

a4 1

v?

by
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. v 4
Pﬁ:pose of the Item .

/
I

** _The intent of this item was to determine the degree of fomhit-

rd

‘ment as a high priority in recruitment afid hiring of Spanish-speaking

teachers in the participants' district or project area.
' 3 . , ’r,‘
Analysis of the Results : .

Of the total (220) respondené; 11 or 5% failed to respond
to this particular item.,.These were i23 or 55.9% of the;refyondents |
who felt the recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking tea;hers was
a high prioritfvin their district of:prbjabt area. On the oth€r
hand, there were 47 or 21.3% of the respondepts who felt a high
priority in the recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers
was lacking. Thirty;hine or 17.7% of the respondents were indiffer?nt

- concerning this item. ¢

Given this result it can be said that there eg}sts a high

priority in recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speakiqgﬁteichers in

.

the majority of the participants' district or project area; however,

it must be noted thatr}2.7% strqgg1}~feel that hiring of Spanish-

speaking,tehchers{is not a priority. A point of further research
' T

’
should be a determination as to the identification by employment

status of these respondents. Kl

NNao




TABLE 1.13

9. 1In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs,

given to the following:

¢

High
Priority .
(a) the personal qualities of the teacher, 1 2 3
VALUE LABEL  VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)
. NO RESPONSE 0e 0 7 3.2
. HIGH PRIORITY 1,00 iss 6945
) 2400 26 1148
\ 3400 24 1049
! 4000 6 267
'LOW PRIDRITY 500 N 1e8
- L X X X _Z2 3 “-“-QA
L)
TOTAL 220 10040
T
*
~ ‘"/

ERIC - 0nag

what priority should be

. Low
Priority
4 5
JJ




Purpdse of the Item

-

!
E
teacﬁer preparation for bilingual programs with regards to the

The intent of this item was to determine the priority of

pers%nal qualitie§ of the -teacher.
| )

|

Analysis of the Results

Of the total (220) réspondents 7 or 3.2% did not respond to
this item. Of those responding 179 or 81.3% of the respondents %
felt the personal qualities of the teacher should be a high priority
in the prepéritionﬁbf tegchersﬂfor bilingual programs. Only 10 or
4.5% of the respohdenfs felt that the persé;al qualities of éhe
teacher should be given a low priority. Twenty-?our or 10.9% of t@e
respondents felt indifferent toward this item.

Given these results it can be said that a high percentage
(81.3*) of the participants fé;t the personal qualities of a teacher
should be give; a high priority in the preparation of teachers for

~

bilingual programs. ' f

" | >
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- © 38,
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3

+ TABLE 1.14

In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority should be
given to the following:

« High : Low
. s . ' Priority . ; Priority
(b) The teacher's knowledge of children ’
and apprecliation of <the cultural

enviroument of the community from .
which tkeir students derive. ~ 1 2 3 4 5
1 i
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
L S . FREGUENCY FREQUENCY R
: : (PERCENT)
NO RESPONSE 0e0 6 2.7
HIGH PRIORITY 1,00 203 9243
2400 (] Re7
. 3e00 2 © 0e9
LOW PRIORITY 8,00 3 1ot
TOTAL 220 100.0
.
.
IS
-

2l
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Purpose of the Item A .

&

The intent of this item was to determine the priority of teacher
preparation for bilingual programs with regards to the.teachers' knowl-
edge of children and appreciation of the cultural environment of the

community from which their students derive.

|

“Analysis of the Results

Of the total (220) respondents 6 or 2.7% did not respond to |
this particular item. Of those responding 209 or 95% felt that the
teachers' knowledge of children and appreciation of the cultural environ-
ment of the cqmmunity from which their students derive ‘should be given

a ﬁigh priofity in the preparation of teachers for bilingual programs.
There were 3 or 1.4% of the respondents who felt this should be a low

priority. Two or .9% of the respondents were indifferent concerning

. this itemn.

Given these results it can be said that\h very high percentage
(95%) of the participants felt the teachers' knowledge of children
and appreciation of the cultural environment of the community from _ -
which their students derive should be given a high prioritx in the

preparation of teachers for biliﬁfual programs.

nnae e




N B ‘ TABLE 1.15

9. In preparation of ‘teachers for bilingual programs, what pi-iority should be
given to the following: i

: High Low
. Priority *  Priority
(¢) Skills in the teaching process. 1 2 3 4 s
W5 l
. VALUE LASBEL VALUE - ABSOLUTE . RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)
NQO RESPONSE 0e 0 , 10 4,8
N 4
- HIGH PRICRITY 1400 149 677
’ | 2400 38 1703 ‘g\w
3,00 l; S5¢9
' ~ . 4500 7 u 362
LOW PRIORITY Se 00 3 1e4

YOTAL 220 10060




'Purposo of the Item

" The intept of this item was to determine the priority of
teacher breparation for bilingual programs with regards tc the skills

in the teaching process.

Analysis of the Results®

+

Of the total (220) respondents 10 or 4.5% did not respond to
this item. Of those responaing 187 or 85% félt the skills'inathe
teaching process should be given‘a high ﬁriority in the preparation
~ of teachers for bilingual ?éograms. There were only 10 or 4.6% of
the respondents who felt.the skills in the.teaching process should
be given a low priority. Thirteen or 5.9% of the respondents felt
indifferent towafd this item.

Given this resuit it can be said that a high percentage (85%)
of the participants felt the skills in the teaching process should be
given a high priority in the preparation of teachers for bilingual

programs.

/ ’
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TABLE 1.16

In preparation of teachers for bilin

given fo the following: \

High
T Priority
(d) That the tcacher be bilingual, . 1
-y
VALUE LABEL VVALUE ABSOLUTE

. FREQUENCY

" W e 4 an W e WS s = -

NO RESPONSE .  0eO 3
) HIGH PRIORITY 1,00 168
2.00 31
’ 3400 13
4.00 2
LOW PRIORITY %5400 3

TOTAL ---zzo‘

"

nnaa

3

Al

2 3

RELATIVE
FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)

| Y
TG b
1401

%549

4

-

gual programs, what priority .héuld be

" Low
Priority

5
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Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item is to determine the priority in teacher

preparation for bilingual programs in terms of the teacher being

bilingual.

AnaJYSis of the Results
/ s

Of the total (220) respondents 3 or 1.4% did not respond to
this particular item. Of those re;bonding 199 or 90.5% felt that
2 higﬂipriority be given to‘the teacher for being bilingual.. On the
other hand, 5 or 2.3% of the(respbndehts felt that a low priority be

given to the teacher for being bilingual. There were 13 or 5.9% of

R ¥

the respondents uhI felt indifferent toward this item.

Given these¢ results it can be sqigféaat a very high percentage

3

(90.5%) of the respondents felt that :\Efihgpriority be givén to the
(

teacher being bilingual. , L h

T
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The Formative Evaluation Questionnaire was designed to secure
information about the participants and information from the participants
concerning the effectiveness of the Institute. More specifically,
this instrument attempted to seéure the type of information needed by
the Institute architects to make any necessary modifications in the

Institute's agenda if the participants so indicated.

Within a few hours after the administration of the questionnaire °

the Evaluation staff had compiled the results and presented them to
the Institute architects for examination to determine if any immediate
changes were required. As is ;videgt by the results, no changes in
the Institute's agenda was required: |

The second instrument administered was the Summative Evaluation
‘Questi;nnaire. HThe intent of this instry&ent waf glso to secure
information about the participantssfna fnformat;on from the participants
concerning the overall impact of the Institute. This ;nstrumqnt
differs from the former in that this instrudent was designed specifically
to assess the success of the Institute in fulfillihg its goals and

objectives. An analysis of this instrument ensues.

\\

"
R
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.‘ AN ANALYSIS OF THE SUMMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE [

"OF THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE

Evaluation Questionnaire is composed of two distinct parts. The
first part is composed of two items which are’intended to secure
. information concerning the participants' characteristics, namely,
the participants’ ethnic identification and employment 'status. The
~ second, part of the questionnaire is composed of 13 items designed
to secure information from the participangs concerning'the‘Institute.
‘ The Summative EValuat}on Questionnaire is found'in Appendix B.
This particular instrument was administered ax two differenr

times. The first and orlglnally 1ntended admlnlstratlon of the instru-

ment was Frlday afternoon, November 30, 1973 at the ‘end of the General

to all participants present at‘that meeting The faét that oniy1118
participants responded to therquestionnaire suggested that perhaps

‘another administration was needed to increase tﬂe sample 1ze and

' e
hence get a better reflection. ‘(:é -

A.

The following day on Saturday morn1ng durlng %he Second and
Third General Sessgons between 10 00 A.M. and 12 00 P M., the Sumqat1ve

Evaluation Questionng&re was administered again byathe Evaluat1on

»

. “
staff. An,additional 72 questionnaires were completed at that time
o

e

~

hi B LN
. by partiiisjnii who had not formerly completéd the questionnaire the

e questionnaires have been coded so as to distinguish

<

day before.
)!

L

+ o [

ERIC d 0052 L

- { .

The Summative Evaluation Questionnaire like the Formative #

Session scheduled from 4:30-5:30 P.M. The“questionnaire was admiﬂistered
. ; A .

o




between those‘%bmpleted Friday from those questionnaires completed
v )
Saturday. It would be interesting to learn if the one-day difference

A )
[ &

" in the administration of the instrument made any significant’difference
in participants' response with any given item.. Such a task is left to
“the curious researcher to 1nvestlgate at Ris convenience.

The format of the ana1y51s is similar to that of the Analysis
of the‘Formatlve Evaluation Questionpaire. Each item of the question-
naire is analyzed individually. At the top of th;‘page appears the
itemas it appea:ed on the questionnaire. On the same page. there’
is'a.frequencx count that shows how the 190 respondents responded to
that particular item. The fdlloﬁ%ng page consists of a narrative

‘ v .
dealing with the purpose of the item and an analysis of the results.

S 1053
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TABLE 2.1 ‘
A SUMMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE OF
THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 1
/. ]
Ethnic I.D. " : |
VALUE LABEL " VALUE  ABSOLUTE RELAT!VE . :
FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
' {PERCENT) -
NO RESPONSE 0 0 13 6.8 \
“ |
CHICANO 1400 85 “ae7 Lot
MEXICAN AMERICAN 8000 ! 2146 o
ANGL O 3400 - 18 9e5 “

OTHER 4400

- o - -
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Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to identify the ethnic composition
of the Institute's participants. Categories were not preselected to

avoid bias in the participants' response.

Analysis of the Results

Of the 190 participants that filled out the questionnaire
13 or 6.8% did not, for some reason cor other, respond to this particular
item. It is interesting to note that 85 or 44.7% of the respondents
wrote ""Chicano(a)" &s their Ethnic I.D. On the other hand, 41 respond-
ents or 21.6% identified themselves as '"Mexican-American.'" Of the

total respondents 18 or 9.5% were "Anglo."” The 33 or 17.4% of the

respondents that constitute "Others" are composed of all other Ethnic

1.D.'s not included above. Such Ethnic I.D.'s included:* Spanish,
Irish-American, Puerto Rican, Spanish-American, Latin, Boricua, Navajo,
A.S.S., and Negro.

Suggestions for Further Analysis
and/or Future Research

It would be of interest to compare the responses among the
respondents who identified themselves as Chicano, Mexican-American
and Anglo. Of special interest would be the comparison for each item
between the Chicano and Mexican-American respondents to determine if
differences in item responses exist on the basis of ethnic identifica-

tion within the same basic minority.

*These classifications were so stated by the respondents.

NNES
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TABLZ 2.2

Employment Status: (check the most appropriate response)

Administrator
Project/Program Cooxdinator

Para Professional
Community Representative

Teacher or Professor —____Student
____ OtheY (specify)
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE  RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
L - (PERCENT)
NO RESPONSE 0.0 . 2e1
ADMINISTRATOR 100 al 2146
X PROJ COOROINATOR 2,00 3s 18.4
TEACHER OR PROP 3. 00 53 2709
COMMUNITY REP 8600 9 Qe 7
STUDENT 8e 00 26 1347
OTHER T 00 - 22 11e6
| votaL  1%0 10000

SITRY S




Purpose of the Item

Even though this question was asked on the Formative Evaluation
Questionnaire, the intent here is to provide the opportunity for

further research in comparing the ;esponse§/émong the brofessions for

eash of the questionnaire items concerning the Institute.

coordinators, 53 or 27.9% were teachers or professors, 9 or 4.7%
were community representatives, 26 or 13.7% were students; and 22 or

11.6% were "others." There were no paraprofessionals responding to

Analysis of the Results K ¥ , ’ ’
Of the 190 participants that filled out the questionnaire

4 or’2.1% did not respond to this parﬁicular item. Of those ;espénd-

ing 41 or 21.6% were administrators, 35 or 18.4% were prog;ct or prograﬁ .
l
|
|
(

this questionnaire. Others included: consultant, materials develop-

ment specialist, resource librarian, and attorney, ‘to mention just a

few.

J

|
The teaching profession, as indicated on first survey, was
- -
the best represented at the Institute followed by administrators.

y |
|
|
|

The least representative at the Institute was the community element.

Suggestions for Further Analysis
and/or Future Research

It would be of interest to learn if any significant differences

exist for each item among the six employment status categories. Of
special interest would be to learn if basic differences exist between

administrators and project coordinators on any of the 12 items.
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TABLE 2.3 v

‘1. To what extent did the Friday morning Biiingual Bicul‘tural?rojec/f
Demonstrations provide you with greater knowledge and expertise in that
area of bilingual bicultural education?

Y

. \' | Very : B Very
. : Little ST Much
’ro 1 2 3 4 5
' 4
» . o L N
B VALUEZ LABBL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)
NO RESPONSE 0e O ‘ I 4 3.7
~ VERY LITTLE 1,00 s ' 7e 9
2,00 - 21 111
3,00 ) 54 2844
4000 ) 56 . 299
VERY MUCH 86 00 37 1968
‘ A X X N ¥ ¥ kA X X T 3
TOTAL 190 100,09
2
-
i H0n8 -




Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the’relative success
of the Institute in accomplishing its third stated goalikhich reads:
"To provide opportunities for parfibipants to acquire greater knowledge:
skills, and expertise that-will ennble them to influéncé the direction

of Bilingual Bicultural Education.'" Another intent of the item was

to assess the relative success of the project demonstrations.

Analysis of the Results

Of the total (190) r;spondents 7 or 3.7% did not respond to
this particular item. Thirty-six or 19% felt they had acquired little
from the Friday*morning Bilingual Bicultural Project Demonstrations
in terms of knowledge and expertise in the area of Bilingual Bicultural
Education. On the other hand, 93 or 49% of the respondents felt they
had acquired greater knowledge and expertise from the project demonstra-
tion. - Of thoseMresponding 54 or 28.4% were indifferent conc;rning

.

.this item. i " 7

“

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was

successful in accomplishing its third stated goal. It may also be

concluded that the Friday morning project demonstrations were relatively

‘successful.
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TABLE 2.4
2. The institute provided information efabling me to examine the vsrious
aspects of Bilingual Bicultural Evaluation in school settings with high
concentration of ethnic minorities.
Strongly ’ . Strongly
Agree Disagree
1 2 3 4 5 o
VALUE LABEL . VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)
- STRONGLY AGREE 1e00 32 16,8
24,00 55 2849
3. 00 58 - 3065
4,00 26 1347
STRONGLY DISAGREE 8,00 17 849
AW - el o g d 2 £
vOTAL 190 10000

El{fc e 0




‘Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success
of the Institute in accomplishing its first stated goal which reads:
"To- provide pirticipants with slternatives and opt%ons to examine the
varisus aspects oOf Biiingual Bicultiral Education in school settings
- with hiéh concentrations of Mexican{kmerican students; i.e., community
invblvemont,hteaéhing practices, teacher prepiration, research, legis-
lation and court actions." Another intent of this item was to determine
the extent to which the Institute had provided its participants with

knowledge in evaluating Bilingual Bicultural programs.

Analysis of the Results

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1.1% did not respond to
this particular item. Of those responding 87 or 45.7% felt the
Institute had provided information enabling them to examine the
various aspects of Bilingual Bicultural evaluation i; school settings
with high concentration of ethnic minordities. On the other hand,

43 or 22.6% of the respondents\felt the Institute had not provided
information to examine the various aspects of Bilingual Bicultural
evaluation in school settings. Fifty-eight or 30.5% of the respond-
ents felt indifferent about this item.

Giien these results it can be said that the Institute was<

relatively successful in accomplishing its first stated goal.

081 .




)

TABLE 2.5

3. The opportunities provided by the institute should enable me to examine
currsnt programs and practices of Bilingual Bicultural Education ag, they

influence public education in the U.S.

e

Strongly »
Agree
1 2 v 3
. é
VALUE LABEL : VALUE
STRONGLY AGREE 100
2400
3000
4400

STRONGLY OISAGREE Be 00

TOTAL

AJ

o

ABSOLUTE
FREQUENCY

AS
66

a4

Strongly
Disagree

FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)

W W W W @ W W W W W @ e W w W

RELATIVE

237
3407
23.02
1201~
663

10040 -




Purpose of the Item S

X

$he intent of this item was to determine the relative success
. N |2 N

Lo~

of the Institute in accomplishing its second stated goal which reads:
"To provide opportunities for partitipants to examine current programs

and practices o{kﬁilingual Bicultural Education as they influence /
s \ :
public education in the United States."

-

Analysis of the Results

All 190 respondents responded to this particular item. Of

the 190 respondents 111 or 58.4% felt that the opportunifies provided
o
~

by the Institpte enabled them to examine current programs and practices /|

of Bilingual Bicultural Education as they influence public education
in the United States. On the other hand, 35 or 18.4% of the respond-

ents did not feel the Instityte had provided”them with the sane

opportunities. Forty-four or 23.2% of the respondents felt indifferent

toward this item.
Given these results it can be said thut the Institute was

successful in accomplishing its second stated goal.

N

(1063
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The review of présent’and pending"state Bilingu%l Bicultural Education
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Educati_on'.

TABLE 2.6 '

Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree =
1 2 3 4 5 '
VALUE LABEL VALYE  ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
‘ FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
DR (PERCENT)
. - i
NO RESPONSE 000 1 0eS
ly  STRONGLY AGREE 1000 a2 2241
2,00 63 332
’ 3000 s 23e.2
4400 27 18,2 !
'STRONGLY DISAGPEE 8,00 - 13 6e8

—
%

™

TOTAL 190 10060




~ V J B
Purpose of the Item. .y j

\ | »
N The intenp/bf this item was to determine the relative success

- of the Institute in accomplishing its fourth stated objective which

-

reads: "To review present and pending state Bilingual Bicultural

Education .legislation and appropriations."

»
Analysis of the Results A

e of the total (190)‘respondents only one or .5% did not respond

/ ;io this particular item. There were 105 or 55.3% respondents who
felt the Institute's review of pregent and pending state Bilingual
gicultural Educafion legislation and approp zjxions was helpful in
&efiningvnew directions for jafluencing future legislation in Bilinéual
Bicultural Education. On the:other hand 40 or 2i% of the respondents
felt the Institute's reviéw of ggggg_legislation in Bilingual Bicultural

L 4

Education was not quite as helpful. Forty-four or 23.2% of the respond-
ents were indifferent concerning this item./
Given these results it can be said that the Institute was

successful in accomplishing its fourth stated gbjective.

‘!',.
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5. The review of present and pending national Biling\fg} Bicuitu:{n,,& Education ¢
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new dirgections
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education.

» p ) -
) Strongly ot . Strongly
Agree,\ ! Disagree N .
’ @
T 2 3 4 5 / ‘
< A\
. . , 4 . ,
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE - ‘.
) FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
) (PERCENT ) .
NO RESPONSE " 0e0 .1 ' 0sS
- . STRONGLY AGREE 1400 as * 2362
- ” : 2.00 60 31e6
3.00 81 26,8
. ) . - 4000 20 1065 ,
STRONGLY DISAGREE 8500 1e Ted
/ ToTaL 190 10040 -
»y

, \ (H]é(ﬁ | )



Puxﬁbse of-th.#ltem

The intcnt df this item was to determine the relative success

RN

> of the Institute {; accomplishing its fifth stated objective which

reads: ''To review present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural

Education legislation and apﬁropriations." ’ SN

i

Analysis of the Results ; \ f

L ., u

Of “the totél (190) respondents again only one 6+ .5% did not

respond t%!}hls particular jtem. There were 104 or 54.8% respondents .

who felt the Institute's review of present and pending national Bilinguar\-/’

Bicultural Education legislation and appropriations was helpful in

deflnlnz new directions for influencing future legislation in Blllngual

Bicultural Education. On the other hand, 34 or 17.9% of the respondents

felt the Institute's review of national legislﬁgion was”not helpful

for influencing future legislation id Bilingual Bicultural Education.r

e

There were 51 or 26.8% respondents who felt“indifferent toward this

L

item. -




TABLE 2.8
6. The institute was useful in developing new directions for influencing
national legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education for the '70's.
Strongly ’ + Strongly
Agree ” Disagree
1 2 3 io4 5
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELAYIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
i . (PERCENT)
; NO RESPONSE Ce 0 2 le1
L Y
N STRONGLY AGREE 100 i3 274
26400 63 33s2
P
: 3000 41 2146
4000 21 1lel
| STRONGLY DISAGREE 500 1 S.8
TOTAL 190 10040
B
i )1‘1
J - -
“
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Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success
of the Institute in accomplishing its sixth stated objective which
reads: "To develop new directions for Bilingual Bicultural Education
in American education for the '70s which will lead to national

legislation."

Analysis of the Results ..

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1.1% did not respond to

this particular item. Of those responding 115 or 60.6% felt the

- Institute was useful in developing new directions for influencing

national legislation in)Biiingﬁal Bicultural Education for the '70s.
On the other hand, 32 or 16.9% of the ;espondents felt the Institute
was not useful in developing. new directions for iﬁfluencing national
legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education. There were 41 or 21.6%
of the respondents who were indifferent concerning this item.

Given these results it can pe said that the Institute was
most successful in accomplishing its sixth stated objectiv; in

influencing Bilingua}xBicultural Education for the '70s.

nney




TABLE 2.9

The presentations provided me with ideas for

Bilingusl Bicultural Education programs.

implementing and/or improving

ABSOLUTE
FREO?ENCY
e

Strongly
Agreo
1 2 3

VALUE LABEL } VALbf
STRONGLY AGREE 100
. 2000
3000
4000

STRONGLY DISAGREE $%.00

TOTAL

37

69

40

23

- ap - -

{
Strongly
Disagree

S

¥

RELATIVE

FREQUENCY
(PERCENT )

198

363

2148

1201




Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the effectiveness of
the Institute's presentation in providing the participants with ideas
for implementing and/or improving Bilingual Bicultural Education

programs.

Analysis of the Results

All 190 respondents responded to this item. Of those respond-
ing 106 or 55.8% felt the Institute's presentations provided them with
iéeas ‘for inplemen;ing and/or improving Bilingualﬁaicultural Education
programs. On the other hand, 44 or 23.2% of the respondents felt the
Institute had not provided them with similar ideas. Forty or 21.1%
of the respc.dents.weré indifferent towéid this item.

Given these results it can be said that tﬁe Institute was
successful in providing presentations with ideas for implementing

and/or improving Bilingual Bicultural programs to its participants.




TABLE 2.10
8. The information gained at this institute will enable me to be more effective
in my work.concerning bilingusl bicultural education.
Strongly Strongly o
Agree Disagree l
1 2 3 4 5 '
/
VALUE LABEL VAL UE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY -
(PERCENT)
NO RESPONSE 0.0 2 lel
- STRONGLY AGREE 1600 S8 3048
86 00 62 3268
3000 37 198
4400 14 Te s
STRONGLY DISAGREE 8400 1?7 | TY
TOYAL 190 10000
Qo )79
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Purpose of the Item )

Pl

[

-gained at the Institute enabled the participants to become more effective -

_ in their work concerning Bilingual Bicultural Education.

L4
‘e

<
Analysis of the Results

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1.1% failed to respond
to this particular item. A sizeable total of 120 or 63.1% of the
respondents felt the information gained at the iInstitute enabled them
to be more effective in theilr work concerning Bilingual Bicultural
Education. On the other hand, 31 or 16.3% of the respondents did
not feel they had gﬁ;ned similar information. There were 37 or 19.5%
of the réspondents ;ho were indifferent toward this item.

‘Even though this particular concern was not a stated goal

or objective of thevlnstitute, the Institute was still quite successful
s
with regard to its participants in providing them with the information

enabling them to become more effective in their work concerning Bilingual

Bicultural Education. Given these results it can be said that the
Institute was most successful in providing its participants such
information. It should be noted that Item #7 (or Table 2.9) and

Item #8 (or Table 2.10) are referring to presentation and information

in general. There is a higher positive response for the general overall

Lo

information than the presentations.

The intent o! this item was to determine whether the information




9.

" 64

TABLE 2.11

The luncheon addresses provided useful information sbout Bilingual Bicultural
Education.

T

Strongzly Strongly

Agree Disagree
1 - 2 3 4 ‘ S
VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
(PERCENT) o
- v -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -
NO RESPONSE Oe 0 8 462
STRONGLY AGREE 100 a7 24,7
2600 64 337
300 a3 2367
4600 12 G6e 3
STRAONGLY DISAGREE §.00 14 Teb

Lo L T T ey - e e w e

TOTAL 190 10040
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Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine whether the Institute's
lunchaqp addresses provided its participants with useful information

about Bilingual Bicultural Education and to check on the format.
. »

Analysis of the Results

Of the total (190) respondents 8 or 4.2% did not respond to

-

this particular item. This item had the second highest number’and

percentage of "qL response’ of all the items in the questionnaire.

A possible expianatrﬁn is that perhaps some of these respondents did

not attend either of the luncheons and hence were not in a position

to comment. There were 111 or 58.4% respondents who félt the Institute's

luncheons had provided them with useful information about Bilingual

Bicultura! Education. (hhthe other hand, 26 or 13.7% felt the Institute's

luncheons had not provided them with similar in;égmation. There

were 45 or 23.7% of the resvondents who felt aﬁsjfferént.towards,this

item. i
Given these results it can be said that the Institute was /

successful in providing its participants via the luncheon addresses /

with useful information about Bilingual Bicultural Education.

HaTA
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TABLE 2.12
. ‘ ' »
10.” I would like to have had the opportunity to attend other project demonstrations.

Strongly Strongly
Agree \ Disagree
1 2

3 4 s -

-

VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
* FREQUENCY FREQUEBNCY
(PERCENT )

oo’--.‘“--------b-

STRONGLY AGREE 1600 ° L1164 60,0
2000 - 37 / 19¢5
3,00 24 1266
4400 s 246
STRONGLY DlSAGRERtSoOO 10 Se3

\ - s o - - .- - o

XoraL 190 10040 .




Purpose of the Item

)

-

The intent of this item was tg'determiﬁe whether the. participants
would have liked to attend other project demonstrations. This item

was also intended to provide the architects with feedback thom }he
participants on the scheduling of project demonstxatiéns to help them

in planning future institutes.

Analysis of the Results

All 190 respondentskresponded to this item. A graﬁd tptal
of 151 or 79.5% of the respondents would hav; liked to have had the
opportunity tb attend other project demonstrations. On the other
hand, onl} 15 or 7.9% of the respondenté feltuthey had no need for
a similar opportunity. There were 24 or 12.6% of the respondents
who felt indifferent toward this item.

N

Given these results it can be said .that a high percentage

(79.5%) of the respondents would have liked the opportunity to

attend other project demonstrations. Architects pianning future

institutes might consider scheduling project demonstrations in .

such a way so as to maximize the availability of demonstrations
to participants given the'prescribed‘time and economic parameters.

+ *
.

i
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" TABLE 2.13
11. The institute fulfilled my expectation&.

Strongly
Agree

1 2 -~ 3 4

VALUE LABEL VALUE
fuzaugucv
S ‘
NO RESPONSE 060 2
STRONGLY AGREE 1100 as
2000 63
3¢ 00 43
4,00 21
STHONGLY DISAGREE Se00 16
TOVAL 190
A
]
1 )
P . 4
N7 a

ABSOLUTE

- e e -

68

Stroagly
Disagree
5

RELATIVE
FREQUENCY
(PERCENT)

letl
2307
33,2
2206 °
3 \
1161
Be s

100.0

(&
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Purpose of the Item

a

The intent of this item was to determine if the. Institute
was successful in fulfilling the participants' expectations. One
. ’
cannot determine what the individual participant's éxpectations ware
by the nature of this item. However, whatever the pgrticipanfs'
expectations of the Institute were, this item attempts to assess

the extent to which the Institute fulfilled such expectftions.

-

Analysis of the Results kY ,

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1.1% did not respond to ﬁ
_this particular item. There were 108 or 56.9% of the respondents )
who felt their particular expectations had been fulfilled by the
Inét{tute. On the other hand, 37 or 19.S%Eof the respondents felt
the Institute had not fulfilled their expectations. The remainder
43 or 22.6% of the respondents felt indiffereﬁixconcerning this
item. -
Given these results it can be said that the Institute was

- successful in fulfilling the varied efﬁectations of a high percentage

(56.9%) of the participants. .

/e
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TABLE 2.14

My overall impression of the institute is:

2
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JPurp*“ of the Instituge
. o The intent of this item was to assess the participants' overall

impression-of the Institute. -

a

Analysis of the Results

- - Of the total (IQO) responéents only one or .5% did not respond

to this particular item. There were 127 or 66.9% of the respondents
A ¢ .
who had a favorable.overall impression of the Institute. On the AR
* .

other hand, only 22 ér 11.6% of the respondents hpd an unfavorable
v 7 ,
j impression of the Institute. Forty or 21.1% of the respondents‘felt
\ l

.indifferent ,toyard this item.

Given fhese results it cah be said that a high percentage
o (66.9%) of the participants had a favorable overall impression of
. the Institute. In this respect it can be staped‘that the National

’

Bilingual Bicultural Institute was a success so far as the great

mafority of the participants are concérned.

-




Item #13 of the SummatiVe_Evgluation Questionnaire reads as

P b
follows: 'Please state any comments you would like to express with

<

. - J‘
~regards to the Institute.”

N

Of the total (190) respondents 72 3} 37% did nof.respond to
this particular item. Those who responded made comments that were
/ p&sitivc,vnegative and/or suggested recom@endations. 4Tﬂe followiny
”// is representative of the positive comments made concerning the Institute:

A fantastic advancement in the realization of an almost impos-
sible dream.

It's been (long) overdue, need more things like this.
It is good, great rather, that legislators and nationél
government figures were present. I ask where was the most
important element represented directly, the BARRIO in other
words? 3y
. [ 9
‘. o ' The architects deserve congratulations.

Psychological atmosphere very conducive, hospitality great.

‘The institute was excellently planned and organized. I

- learned a great deal from the institute. ] v
v . Very impressive, business-like, and informative. Entertain-

. ] . ment was fabulous!
v o A chance for communication at all levels of participation.
- y r ) ’/;ﬁ
The organization of the institute was; outstanding.

—

Overall--an extellent institute and needed.

FelicitaciSnes a Rupert, Tomas, y Henry. Please send this
leadership to the Southern Arizona area.

Good cunference, 1 hdpe there ‘is a follow-up.
Most .speakers were very effective and informative.

Suggest greater and continued'political involvement at all
levels to reali:ze immediate and long range goals.



Typical of the negative comments made bf the respondents

concerhing the Ins}itute include the«foilowing:
{Institute) lacked some orgéhization, time-wise. .
Special education as usgal was not given enough recognition.
Presentations--top heavy with administrators.
Too huch,male-domin§ted, more he;e than any other conference.

Accommodations were terrible as far as service and eating
facilities. :

The demonstrations were all held simultaneously--no opportunity
to attend more than one.

Organization for presentations very poor.
Make an attempt to start meetings on time.

This conference is not concerned with the comnunity or it
would have invited the community tc¢ the conference.

Time overruns were. too common.

I was disappointed with the fact that some panelists did
not show up.

The institute was too political in nature. There was too
much emphasis on big name participants.

The recommendations are outlined in the ensuing chapter.




PARTICIPANTS' RECOBMBNDATIONS

A number of recommendations concerning the Institute were

 offered by many of the responden&s. Some of the recommendations

L 4

listed below were offered more than oncg. It is important to note
that these recommendations come from the Institute participants
themselves. The recommendations are as follows:

A forum made up of teachers in the field from a number
of states (New Mexico, California, Texas, Arizona, Colorado,
etc.) to discuss in detail particular things they have seen
or done that demonstrate genuine practicality for others to
benefit from. ~

A Y .
The general session of Saturday should have been one of the
first to be held, not the last.
You should have included more ethnic minorities as .speakers
(Orientals, Indians).

We need to have more panel discussions in régards to Bilinguatl
Bicultural Education by people who have such programs.

One should be held in the East Coast for a stronger concerted
effort among the Spanish-speaking. . . ’

e

More exhibits would have been helpful, especially from project
sites. ‘

NEA needs to commit more to the Chicano and provide funds
for Chicano caucus and yearly conferences covering educational
problems of Chicanos.

We need research in all aspects of biliﬁgual education,
something people seem to be deathly afraid of.

- Next conference should aim at political legislative actions.

All members of the NEA Executive Committee should be sent
a personal letter, signed by the conference coordinates--commending

them for their support and expressing hope for continued cooperation
with RAZA groups. o~

NEA needs to make or develop a lobby group at the national
level for Bilingual Bicultuial Education.
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As a leadership development organization the National Education
Task Force de la Raza should promote visibility of Chicanas by
giving them more important roles in this institute.

i

Resolutions adopted and position papers should be published
shortly thereafter with a specific action plan for implementation.
The same should be mailed to partigipants and mass media channels,
pol1t1c1ans and government officials.

Wider dissemination of the instituté should've been made.

Institutes of this nature be extended to at least a weel in
length instead of 2 1/2 days. ,Don't add to the agenda, just
provide more time for interaction in the different work labs even
if some have to be repeated to provide opportunlty for all to
attend more than one lab.

Would like to voice a request for a Midwest :onference since
oun probléms are different than those of the Southwes:.

Needed more information and materials on teacher training.
Smaller groups wherever possible.

(1) That the institute be held yearly. Things are moving
too fast. (2) A positive action on the part of the institute
be arrived at, agreed to, and carried out, then brought back at
the next conference. (3) Regional conferences be set up.

More time could have been spent in two areas: teacher training
programs and legislation (lobbying).

. . . ¢
Next institute should provide for a concentrated look at
implementation techniques to be used at local levels.
i
A list of all the persons attending the institute should have
been provided by Friday.

Why not invite the schools to display their materials and
even present demonstrations of the actual teaching of bilingual
education.

A model bill for state bilingual programs should be developed
and disseminated by the Task Force, based on the legal and educa-
tional principles set forth in the conference.




SUMMARY

Two evaluation instruments were administered at the National
Bilingual Bicultural Institute. The results for both instruments
are briefly summarized.* The results of the Formative Evaluatien

Questionnaire based on the 220 respondenfs are as follows: -

Table 1.1

3

Sex: There were 51.4% males, 47.7% females, and .9% did not

respond to this item.

Table 1.2

Empioyment Status: The participants included 31.8% teachers

‘or professors, 20% administrators, 16.8% project coordinators, 11.4%

students, 3.2% community trepresentatives, 1.8% paraprofessionals, and

14.5% "others." Not responding to this item were .5% of the respondents.

Table 1.3
Level of Participation in Bilingual Bicuitural Programs:

The participants included 26.4% from elementary schocl, 16.8% from

4college or university, 7.7% from secondary school, 4.1% from the

district, 3.6% from the state, 2.7% from the federal, 2.3% from the
community, and 7.3% from "other." There were 19.1% who participate
in more than one level, 7.7% were not applicable to this item, and

2.3% did not respond to this item.

*Since the administration of both instruments was to the
entire population of the Institute present at the time of administratien,
1t can be said that the findings can be generalized to include all the
participants at the Institute.

PN




Table 1.4

spanish/English language development program: There were
46.4% of the participants engaged in a Language Maintenance Program
as compared to 12.7% engaged in a Transitional Program. A sizeable

33.6% were not directly involved in a bilingual program.

Table 1.5
Knowledgeable of 1966 Tucson Conference: There were 25%
who felt they were knowledgeable, 41.9% felt they were not knowledgeable

and 33.2% felt indifferent toward this item.

Table 1.6

Institute provided informatior: on Bilingual Bicultural Education
since 1966: There were 37.3% who felt the Institute had provided them
with much data, 25.5% felt they had been provided with little data,

and 36.4% felt indifferent.

Table 1.7

Exemplary projects attended: The attendance at the exemplary
projects included: elementary school, 25.5%; teacher training, 23.6%;
preschool, 10.5%; secondary, 9.1%; community college, 6.4%; middle

school, 3.2%; and 13.6% attended more than one exemplary proiect.

Table 1.8

Exemplary projects provided knowledge on PBilingual Bicultural
Education: There were 56.6% who felt the exemplary projects had provided
then with knowledge, 28.2% felt they had been provided with little
knowledge, and 33.6% felt indifferent.

o

S




Table 1.9

3
Work Labs £ttended:‘ The attendance at the Work Labs included:
State kegislative Action, 35.0%, Court Actiony 17.7%;. Community Action,

16.8%; National Legislative Action, 13.6%; Administrative Action,

&

-

6.8%; and Association Actidn, 4.5%. -

Table 1.10 _ .
Work Labs provided knowledge on Bilingual Bicultural Education:

. {
There were 46.8% who felt the Work Labs had provided them with knowledge,
18.2% felt they had been provided with little knowledge, and 31.8%

felt indifferent toward thisvitem.

Table 1.11

Bilingual Bicultural Education a continuous program: There
were 89.g% who felt that Bilingual Bicultural Education should be
a continuous program from elementary through high school, 5.9% felt
it should not be a continuous program, and 2.3% felt indiffgrent toward

1oy, [°
this item. ¥

f

Table 1.12

Priority in recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers:
There were 55.9% who felt the recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking
teachers should have a high priority, to 21.3% it was less of a priority,

and 17.7% felt indifferent.




}

Table 1.13 o

A)

W

Priority on teachers' personal qualities in teacher preparation:
There were 81.3% who felt that teachers' personal qualities be a
high priority in teacher preparation for bilingual programs, 4.5%

agreed on a low priority, and 10.9% were indifferent.

Table 1.14

Priority on teachers' knowledge ¢f children in teacher preparation:
There were 95% who felt that teachers' krowledge of children's background
be a high priority in teacher preparation for bilingual programs, 1.4%

agreed on a low priority, and .9% felt iundifferent.

Table 1.15
Priority on skills in the teaching pfocess in teacher preparation:
There were 85% who felt that skills in the teaching process be a high.
.

priority in teacher preparation for bilingual programs, 4.6% agreed

on a low priority, and 5.9% felt .indifferent.

Table 1.16

y Priority on teacher being bilingual in teacher preparation:
There were~90.5% who felt that the teacher be bilingual as a high
priofity in teacher preparation for bilingual programs, ’.3% agreed

on a low priority, and 5.9% felt indifferent toward this item.

SIRRCAS



The second evaluation instrument administered at the Institute
£
was the Sukmative Evaluation Questionnaire. The results based on 199
: - :

re:pondents are briefly summarized as follows:

Table 2.1

T

Ethnic I.D.: The participants. identified themselves as 44.7%
Chicanos, 21.6% Merican-Americans, 9.5% Anglos, and 17.4% "others."

-

Net responainé to this item were 6.8% of the respondents.

Table 2.2
- Employment Status: A high positive correlation exists between

these figures and those of Table 1.2. (Refer to Table 1.2.)

Table 2.3

Project Demonstrations provided knowledge on Bilingua] Bicultural
Educaticn: There were ?9% who felt the Friday morning national project
demonstrations had provided them with greater knowledge on Bilingual

Bicultural Education, 19% felt they had acquired little knowledge

from the demonstrations, and 28.4% felt indifferent.

. Table 2.4
Institute prévides information on Rilingual Biculturaitﬁvaluation:‘
There were 45.7% who felt the Institute had provided them with informa-
tion on evaluating Bilingual Bicultural programs, 22.6% felt they had
not received similar information, and 30.5% felt indifferent toward

y
?’ !
k -

l. . this item.
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Table 2.5

Institute provided opportunities to examine Bilingual Bicultural

e #
rd

programs: There were 58.4% who felt the oq%ortunities had been provided,
i . i \
18.4% felt the opportunities had not been provided, aid 2%.2% felt

indifferent towa(d this item.

Table 2.6 o kY
Review of state Bilingual Bicultural Education legislation
helpful: There were 55.3% who felt the review of state Bilingual

24

Bicultural Education legislation was helpful in defining new directions

‘for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education,

'21% felt the review was not helpful, and 23.2% were indifferent.

Table 2.7
wiew of national Bilingual Bicultural Education legislation

helpful: There were 54.8% who felt the review of national Bilingual

Bicultural Education legislation was helpful in defining new directions

for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education,

L3

17.9% felt the review was not helpful, and 26.8% were indifferent.
" &

Table 2.8

Instituﬁo\gseful for influencing legislation in Bilingual
.5

Biculturai Education for the '70s: There were 60.6% who felt the
»

Institute was useful in develqping new directions for influencing
legislation in Bilingual BRicultural Education for the '70s, 16.9%

felt th& Institute had not been useful in this respect, and 21.6%
s ¥

felt indifferent. 4 .




Table 2.9 -

. 1
N Presentations provided ideas for improving Bilingual Bicultural

programs~ Thexe were 55.8% who felt the Institute's presentations

provided them with ideas for improving Bilingual Bicultural programs,

23.2% felt similar ideis had not been provided them, and 21.1% were
. ™ .
indifferent.

< . |
’ |

Table 2.10 | |
Information will enable me to be m re effective in Bilingual

Bicultural Education: There were 63.1% who felt the information gained
i

would énable them to be more effective in Bilingual Bicultural Education,

16.3% did not feel the information would help them be more effective,

and 19.5% felt indifferent. A ‘

‘Table 2.11
Luncheen addresses provided useful information: There were
58.4% who felt the luncheon addresses had provided them with useful N

information, 13.7% felt the luncheon addresses had not provided them

with useful information, and 2%.7% felt indifferent toward this item.

TabPe 2.12 a0

-

Opportunity to|attend other project demonstrations: There
were 79.5% who would h%ve liked the opportunity- to attend other project
i «
] ;
demonstrations, 7.9% dbd not have a need for a similar opportunity,

“and 12.6% felt indifferent.



i , :
Table 2.13

Insticute fulfilled participants' expectations: There were
$6.9% who felt their expectations had been fu1f1lled 19.5% felf

their expectaﬁ1ons had not been fulfilled, and 22° 6% felt indifferent.

Table 2.14
Participants' overall impression of the Institute: There were
n6.9% who had a fav;;;b$g\?verall impression of the Institute, 11.6%

. "
had an unfavorable. impresgton, and 21.1% were indifferent.

4
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iy

At best the National Bilingual Bicultural Institute can be
said to have been a qualified’succe§§. It was a success in that,
according to the participants who submitted evaluation forms, the

Institute accomplished its three stated goals. The Institute was

also very successful in_accomplishing five of its six stated objectives.

ey

Unfortunately, the Institute was not so successful in accomplishing
“its second stated objective, Item #2 of the Formative Evaluation

Questionnaire.

\ The Institute was an unqualified success in that it attracted

v
approximately 1,300 participants from 25 states, Wash{ngton, p.C.
and Mexico. Also a high pegcentagenof the participants felt that
their respective expectations concerning the Institute had been ful-
filled. An even higher percentage of the participants indicated
they had a; excellent overall impression of the Institute. Tﬁe
architects of the Institute, Dr. Henry Casso ﬁnd Sr. Tomas Villarreal,
did an excellent job in designing the Institute askis reflected byd
the results of this evaluation;“ One of the pa;ficipant's comments
concerning the Institute read, '"A fantastic advancement in the realiza-
tion of an almost impossible dream." This participant captured the
mood of the;majo;ity of the participants attending the Institute.
A list of rgcommendations as proposed by the participants

is enclosed. Some of the recommendations might be seriously considered

in planning future institutes of this nature.

P Joseph 0. Garcia

)
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APPENDIX A - -

A FORMAT: 't LVALUATION QUESTYONNAIRE OF
THE NATLONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE

B. Employment Stctvr: (check the most appropriate tesﬂonse)

” _“Administrator " Para Professional
n Project/Program Coordinator Community Representative
Teacher or Professor Student :
Other (specify)

C. Level of Participation in Bilingua® Bicultural Programs:

Elementar® School College/University Other (specify)
Middle School ‘ Community
secondary School State Not Applicable
District - Federal

R

ot .
P —

v, Cha#k,the‘statenknt below which best describes your bilingual program with
reghrd to Spanish/English language development.

I. Llanguage Maintenance Program (The instructional program is
designed to develop and expdnd the "two languages and related *
“cultures throughout the course of the program.) .

2. Transitioral Program (Spanish is used in the ingtructional
program for the Spanigh-speaking child as a "bridge" to
learning English. Once the child has achieved an Aadequate

] comnand of English, Spanish is dropped from his instructional
program.,) - '

3. Notédirectly involved in a bilingual program.

—»-----——---0--------------—--—------------------------—--------u-------u-------‘--~-~-

(Please circle the numerical fesﬁon§e that best approximates your choice.)

. ,
1. To what extent are you riow knowledgeable of the rationale, conggrence activities,
and recomnendations of the 1966 Tucson Conference, g

Mot
Knowledgeable
1 2 3 4

2. To what extent has the institute provided you information concerning important
activities in Bilingual Bicultural Education since 1966,

A

Very - Vefy

Little - f Much

1 2 3 4 5

RS R

*
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B

Witeon ol b tobicoring bitiagoal bicoltural exemplavy peojects did you attend?
Poeschool ‘ _~Secortdary School
i vlewmentary School - ) - Conmunity College
_ Middle Sehool o ___Teacher Training

16 what entent has the excuplavy project provided ygu with greater knowledge
and expertise iu that drea of bilingual bicultural education.

gy

Vers : Viery
Little ‘ HMuch
1 2 3 &4 5

Which of the {ollowing Work Lats did you sttend? {check only one)

¢
National Legislative Action ‘ Association Action -
, State Logislative Action Court Action
Administrative Actiou Community Action

To what cxtent has the Work Lab provided you with greater knowledge and expertise

concerning ma jor developments in Bilingual Bicultural Educationm.

Very » _ Very
Little : . Much
1 2 .3 .4 5

The bilingﬁai bicultural r..graw of instruction should be conceived as a
continuous program from pr. chool te high school.

Strongly ) Strongly

Agree Disagree
1 2 3 4 g

Recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers i{s a high priority in mv
distirict or project area.

Strongly Strongly
Agree _ . . Disagre
B | 2 3 P4 5

!n prepayation of teachers for bilingual p;Ograms, what priority ghould be
given to the following:

High Low
: ’ Priority Priority
‘(a) the personal qualities of the teacher. 1 2 ‘3 4 5

(b) The teacher's knowledge of children
and appreciation of the culturgl
environment of the community from

o

which their students derive. 1 2 4 i)
(¢) Skills in the teaching process. 1 | 2 3 4 5
(d) That the teacher be bilingual, 1 2 3 4 5

S
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APPENDIX B “ ot

A SUMMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAiRE OF
THE WATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE

1¢ 1.D. ' ’
oyment Status: ‘rheck the most appropriate response)
Administrator ’ Para Professional
Project/Program Coordinator Community Representative
Teacher or Professor Student’
Other (specify) v

»

To what extent did the Friday morning Bilingual Bicultural Project
Demonstrations provide you with greater .nowledge and expertise in that
area of bilingual bicultural education?

i |

| Very A Very
Little v Much
1 2 3 4 - 5

The institute provided information enabling me to examine the various

aspects of Bilingual Bicultural Evaluation in school settings with high
concentration of ethnic minorities.

Strongly - Strongly )
Agree * Disagree
1 2 '3 4 5

The opportunities. provided by the institute should enable me to examine

current programs and practices of Bilingual Bicultural Education as they
influence public education in the U.S.

Strongly ‘ Strongly ‘ .
Agree Disagree
1 2 3 4 5

The review of present and pending state Bilingual Bicultural Education
legisldtion and appropriations was heipful in defining new directions
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education.

Strongly | Strongly '
Agree --Disagree
1 2 3 4 5

The review of present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural Education 2
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions
for influencing future legislatipn in Bilingual Bicultural Education.

Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree .
“ , o
1 ) 2 3 4 S :




3 ) ) ) ) - ) . ) e ? *

- A}
s § .

The institute v@s useful in developing new directions for influenhcing
national {egislation in Bilimgual Bicultural Education for the '70's.

. L AN :% " . -
- . Stxongly h Strongly
€ : . " Agree . " "Disagree =

Il o c L )
7. The presentations provided me with ideas for implementing and/or improving"
gilingual Bicultural Edygation programs, :

. ond
Strongly : Strongly .
> Agree A » - Disagree - :
' | S z 3 - 4 .5 ) _ ’
B. The[information‘gained at this institute will enable me to be more effective
=~ in my work concerning bilingual bicultural education. , . 5
. 7 ] *
! b strongly . * . Strongly
X Agree T ‘ . Disagree ¢
o 1 . 2 .3 4 5 |

Faman R SO

‘9. The6luncﬁeon addresses provided‘ﬁsefuk information about Bilingual Bicultuf@! .

Education. '
R Strongly ‘ " ' - Strongly .
"y, Agree . . Disagree '
1 1 2 3 4 s

-
" i
B 4

10. I would like to have had the opportunity to attend other project demonstrations.

-
]

Strongly Strongly : . ’\‘ !
Agree . .o . Disggree ’
1, 2 3 4 . 5 | '
11. The institute fulfilled my expectations. . : o
{f_ Strongly h - o - Strongly. .
' Agree : Disagree
1 2 3 4. . S *
12. My overall impression of the institute is: P
Excellent " Poor , v

1 2 -3 4 S

13.- Please s}ate any comments you would like.to express with,regards to the
instityte. - '

L4
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A UMMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE OF
il NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE .
. S - e LR *
- fthmc 1.0. X > i v
% } - “\ A
Emgiyyment Status:. (check the most appropriate response) “
Administrator o £, para Professional ' .
Project/Program Codrdinator = _Community Representatgive
Téacher or Professor Student 2 R
U +Other (specify) . ) - ;
.............. i i e S QN gy i MU S S
T oo Lo o . }
1. To what extent did the Friday frorning Bilingual Bicultural:Project 5\7
Demonstrations provide you with greater knowledge and expertise in that
area of bilimgual bicultural education? ' ! . -t
‘ L . -
Very Very i
* ‘Little Much | R
: 1l 2 2> 3¢ 4 5 °
2. The institute provided information enabling meyto examine the various -
aspects ofiﬁilingual Bicultursl Evaluation in s ool,settings with high .
concentration of ethnic minorities. A : i P o
Strongly \5 Strongly )
Agree p Disagree .
-1 2 . 3 4 S .
3. The opportunities provided by the institute should enagkp me to examine .
current :programs and practices of Bilingual Bicultura} Fducation as they
influence public education in“the U.S. 0T )
Strongly Strongf}\ R '
Agree Disagree -
1 2 3 .. 4 )
- 4
4. The review of present and pending statc Bilingual Bicultural Educati
, legistation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directiong7
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education’ -
]
" Strongly ‘ Strongly Jd-
N Agree & Disagree. <
- _f) ' ‘1 L2 3 4 S
5. The review of present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural Education
. legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions
i for influencing future legi?lation in Bilingual Bicultural Education.
” L . ‘
Strofigly | - g&rongly .
“;L Agree 1 Disagree . A4
1 2 3 4 S

A

ey




